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Election/Restrictions 



Group I claims (claims 1-7) pertain to display control of LCD projection display, are 
classifiable in class 345/87 . 



Group II claims (claims 8-12) pertain to a computer system comprising a . pointin g 



Group III claim ( claim 13) pertains to a computer system comprising a control element 
adapted to stop an image display, is classifiable in class 345/204. 

Group IV claims ( claims 14-16) pertains to a computer system comprising a control 
element to control motor, head, and head actuator of a recording medium, are classifiable in 
class 360/75. 

Inventions Group I claims , Group II claims, Group in claim, Group IV claims are 
unrelated. Inventions are unrelated if it can be shown that they are not disclosed as capable of 
use together and they have different modes of operation, different functions, or different effects 
(MPEP § 806.04, MPEP § 808.01). In the instant case the different inventions pertain to 
different functions ( Group I claims has function of display control of LCD projection display 
Group II claims has function of input device of a computer system, Group III claim has 
function of controlling an image display, and Group IV claims have function of controlling 
components of a recording medium. 
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Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a separate 
status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction for examination purposes as 
indicated is proper. 



